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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to amendment filed on 08/06/2008 . Claims 1-17 are 
pending examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

3. Claims 1 , 4-6 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Hao et al., US Patent No. (5,844,553) referred to hereinafter as Hao. 

As per claim 1 Hao teaches a processing program edition conferencing method 
that enables an initial contractor that receives a request to manufacture a sheet metal 
product, to virtually examine the manufacturing work for the sheet metal product using 
their own computer the method comprising: a computer of he initial contractor 
prompting a computer of an outsourcing service center to login to the computer of the 
initial contractor (see at least col. 7 lines 20-40, figs. 1-9); the computer of the 
outsourcing center logging in to the computer of the initial contractor (see at least col. 7 
lines 20-40, figs. 1-9); and the computer of the outsourcing center thus logged in to the 
computer of the initial contractor, operating the computer of the initial contractor based 
on instructions related to a processing edition conference from the initial contractor (see 
at least col.4 lines 15-67). 
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As per claim 4, Hao teaclies a processing program edition conferencing method 
according to claim 1, furtlier comprising accumulating data obtained by operation of the 
computer of the initial contractor in connection with the processing edition conference, 
in a memory of the computer of the initial contractor (see at least col.9 lines 3-45). 

As per claim 5, Hao teaches a processing program edition conferencing method 
according to claim 1, further comprising accumulating data obtained by operation of the 
computer of the initial contractor in connection with the processing edition conference, 
in a memory of the computer of the outsourcing service center (see at least col.9 lines 
3-45). 

As per claims 6 and 13, the limitations of claims 6 and 13 are similar to the 
limitations of claim 1; therefore they are rejected based on the same rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2-3, 7-12 and 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hao in view of Sebastian Et al., US Patent No. (Re. 36,602) referred 
to hereinafter as Sebastian. 

As per claims 2-3, Hao creating a control program for an NC machine tool for 
producing the sheet metal product and calculating estimated cost to manufacture the 
product. However Sebastian teaches creating a control program for an NC machine 
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tool for producing the sheet metal product (see at least col.1 line 64-col.2 line 65) and 
calculating estimated cost to manufacture the product (see at least Col. 13 lines 1-10). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the teachings of Sebastian into the disclosure of Hao in order 
to provide the customer with concurrently detailed part geometry as well as preliminary 
design and recommendations. 

As per claim 8, Hao teaches a processing program edition conferencing method 
according to claim 2, further comprising accumulating data obtained by operation of the 
computer of the initial contractor in connection with the processing edition conference, 
in a memory of the computer of the initial contractor (see at least col.9 lines 3-45). 

As per claim 9, Hao teaches a processing program edition conferencing method 
according to claim 3, further comprising accumulating data obtained by operation of the 
computer of the initial contractor in connection with the processing edition conference, 
in a memory of the computer of the outsourcing service center (see at least col.9 lines 
3-45). 

As per claims 10-12 and 14-17, the limitations of claims 10-12 and 14-17 are 
similar to the limitations of claims 2-3 and 8-9, therefore they are rejected based on the 
same rationale. 

6. Examine Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
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may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in its entirety as potentially teaching of all or 
part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the 
prior art or disclosed by the examiner. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Please refer to form 892 for cited references. 

8. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MUSSA A. SHAAWAT whose telephone number is 
(571)272-2945. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri (8am-5:30pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Florian Zeender can be reached on 571-272-6790. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
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USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Mussa A Shaawat/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3627 
November 21, 2008 

If. Ryan Zeender/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3627 



